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Alternatives

Figure 7-1 Alternative 3 - Water Distribution Pipeline Alignments and ATF Complex
Location
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Alternatives

be generally similar to those of the proposed project, with the exception that construction activities
under Alternative 3 would include necessary improvements to provide adequate flood protection.

The proposed project would not involve changes to parking and access at the SSLOCSD WWTP for
the on-site ATF complex. The SSLOCSD WWTP’s existing vehicular access via the entrance gate at
the intersection of Honolulu Road and Aloha Place would be retained, as would the existing asphalt
parking lot on the northeastern edge of the site.

Under this alternative, water distribution pipelines would be installed generally in the same public
roadways as the proposed project. However, water distribution pipelines would not be drilled under
the Union Pacific Railroad track because the ATF complex would not be located east of the railroad
track.

7.3.2 Impact Analysis

a. Air Quality

This alternative would achieve the same purpose as the proposed project and would therefore be
consistent with the 2001 CAP. Construction and operational activities would be similar for this
alternative and the proposed project because the scale of development would be similar. As with
the proposed project, emissions of criteria pollutants under this alternative would exceed SLOAPCD
daily and quarterly thresholds for ROG + NOx during Phases | and Il of construction, and
implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-2(a) and AQ-2(b) would be required to reduce impacts
to a less-than-significant level. However, similar to the proposed project, operational emissions of
criteria pollutants would not exceed SLOAPCD thresholds, and impacts would be less than
significant. This alternative would also be located in in the western portion of San Luis Obispo
County, which is designated attainment for all federal NAAQS. Therefore, similar to the proposed
project, this alternative would be exempt from a conformity determination. Construction and
operation would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial concentrations of TACs because,
similar to the proposed project, diesel particulate matter emissions would not exceed SLOAPCD
thresholds during construction, and operation of the emergency generator would be required to
comply with SLOAPCD Rule 219. Therefore, impacts related to TACs under this alternative would be
less than significant. The ATF complex and water distribution pipelines would not be located in an
area known to contain naturally-occurring asbestos under this alternative (SLOAPCD 2019).
Therefore, no air quality impacts related to asbestos-containing materials would occur. Similar to
the proposed project, this alternative would not include components that would generate nuisance
odors affecting a substantial number of people during construction and operation, and impacts
related to odors would be less than significant.

b. Biological Resources

Similar to the proposed project, Alternative 3 would result in potentially significant direct and
indirect impacts to special status species, riparian areas, and wetlands. The ATF complex would be
sited at the SSLOCSD WWTP property alongside IW-5A, IW-5B, and MW-5A/5B/5C. As discussed in
Section 4.2, Biological Resources, this area is adjacent to Arroyo Grande Creek and therefore
contains potentially suitable dispersal habitat for CRLF and southwestern pond turtle. Individuals of
black-flowered figwort may also be present. As a result, all of the biological resources mitigation
measures required for the proposed project would be required for Alternative 3 to address impacts
to CRLF, southwestern pond turtle, and black-flowered figwort from the ATF complex as well as
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